
Proposal Title:     Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Wster Company Fish Screen

Amount of funding r~quested: $ 331,000 for I      years

Indicate the Topic for which yogi Z~ applying (check only one box).

~ Fish Passag~Fish Screens ~ In,educed Species
n Habitat Restoration ~ Fish M~agemen~atehe~
n Local Wat=rshed Stewardship ~ Enviro~ental Edu9ation
~ Water Qual~y

Does the proposal address a specified Focused Action? ~ yes       x

What county or counties is the i~rojeel located in? Sutt~r

lndieate the geographic area of your proposal (check only one box):
p Sacramento River Mainstem n East Side Trib:
~ SacramentoTrib: ~ Suisun Marsh andBay
~ San JoaquinRiver Mainstem ~ Nodh Bay~South Bay:.
~ San Joaquin Trib: ~ Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed)
~ Delta: ~ Other:

Indicate the p~ma~ species which ll~e proposal addresses (check all that apply):
~ San Joaqain and East-side Delta tribut~ies Nil-ran chinook salmon
E Winter-ran chinook salmon ~ Spdng-~n chinook salmon
n Late-Nl[ mn chinook sa~on ~ Fall-~ chinook sa~on
~ Delta smelt ~ LOngfin smelt
~ SpIittail ~ Steelhead trout
~ Green stuNeon ~ Striped bass
~ Migratory bird{ N All chinook species
s Other: ~ All ~adromous sNmonids

Speci~ the E~ st~ategid objective and target (s) that the project address~. Include page
numbers from Janua? !999 version of E~ Volume I and
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Project Description & Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives

This propcasl requests CALFED funding to perform Phase I, Feasibility Report, for the Pleasant
Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company Fgsh Screen Project. The first phase of the project will
innlude feasibility studies, preparation of conceptual designs and environmental documentation for
three different alternatives to determine the arost economically, technically and biologieally
feasible alternative. One alternative consists of the addition offish screens on the existin8
diversions on the 1gatomas Cross Canal. The other two alternatives involve consolidation of
diversions to a sinsle screened diversion on the Sacramento River or Feather River. The prima~
objective of this project is to reduce the entrainment losses of CALFED pdotity fish species
(chinook salmon, stee[head, splittall)in the Sacramento River via the Natomes Cross Canal.

Cost

The estimated budget cost for completing Phase I, Feasibility Report, is as follows:

Develop Request for Qualifications $ 5,000
Technical Studies $ 280,000
Biological and Euvironment al Docomentation $ 51,000
CALFED Proj eat Management $ 15,000

Total ~

PGV Cost Share $ 20,000
CALFED Funding $ 331,0011

Adverse and Third Party Impacts

Depending on the alternative, if the project was to proceed to constraction, the only direct third
party impact would be the need for the acquisition of rights-of-way. Most of the land in the
impacted areas is zoned for agriculture, therefore the need for zoning changes is not anticipated if
construction were to proceed.

Applicant Qualifications

The project will be administered by Pleasant Grove-Veror~a Mutual Water Company ("PG’V")
with assistance from their Engineer, Murray, Burns and Kienlen Consulting Civil Engineers
("MBK"). MBK has represented the water company as engineer for over 30 years and has been
retained to secure CALFED funding, develop the Request for Qualifications, and manage the
project. MBK has successfidiy plmmed and/or implemante~ fish screen projects at eight sites
along the Sanran~ento River and Delta.
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Monltorlng and Data Evaluation

Monitoring of the proposed project will primarily oocur in future phases, a.~er any construction is
completed. Durin8 the feasibility phase (Phase I), the quality of data and tectmieal analyses will
be reviewed by appropriate senior staff’and resource agency personnel to ensure that appropriate
conclusions are reached regarding feasibility of the project and potential impacts on existing

LocaI Suppor~Coordination with Other Programs

The landownars within the PGV servia area as well as Natomas Central Mutual Water Company
are in support of proceeding with the first phase of the project. Sutter County and other entities
have been informed ofl~GV’s intent to conduct a fish screen feasibility study. ALocal
Involvement Plan will be developed and implemented to inform and receive feedback from
interested parties.

Compatlbili& with CALFED Objectives

The proposed project addresses Strategic Plan Goal #1: Recovery of At-Risk Native Species.
Under the topic offish Passageff’ish Screens, the project objective is to reduc~ the mortality of
at-risk species due to entrainment in agricultural water diversions from the Sacramento River.
Fish screens are an effective and proven meohanism for reducing entrainment losses, and
construction offish screens, or consolidation and screening of PGV diversions, will lead to
greater proteotion of CALFED priority fish species. This action is consistent with CALFED
objectives, and specifically helps fulfill CALFED’s mission to "’restore ecological health and
improve water management for beneficial uses of the Bay-Delta system?" The proposed project is
also consistant with Eoosystem P, estoration Program (ERP) goal to "support sustainable
populations of diverse and valuable plant and animal species."

The proposed project has no conflicts with other CALFED objectives related to water quality,
water supply reliability, or levee system integrity.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Description and Approach

Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company ("PGV") requests CALFED funding to perform
a feasibility study, and prepare conceptual designs and envirora’aemal documentation for the
Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company Fish Screen Project.

PGV is an association of nine landowners who have ion-ned a mutual water company to act aa
their agent, yet have retained their individual water rights. PGV, in turn, has entered into a water
rights Settlement Agreement with the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation on behalf of its
shareholders/water fights holders. The PGV sercice area encompasses approximately 7,300 acres
within the American Basin. Levees, drain canals and pump plants owned and maintained by
Reclamation District 100 l protect the service area from the waters of the Feather and Sacramento
River to the west and southwest, Natomas Cross Canal to the south and Coon Creek to the east.

Under normal conditions, the majority of PGV’s agricultural water supply consists of surface
water. POV diverts surface water via three unscreened pump diversions on the Natomas Cross
Canal. The three pump diversions are located approximately 20,000 feet upstream of the mouth
ofthn Natomas Cross Canal and have a combined peak capacity of 120 efs. In cooperation with
Natomas Central Muthal Water Company ("Natomas }¢FvVC"), a lift pump is operated and a
removshIe flash board dam is installed at the mouth of the Natomas Cross Canal during periods of
low flows in the Sacramento River, allo-~dng both companies to divert water at their respective
pumping plants.

The principal objective of this project is to reduce possible entrainment losses of CALFED
priority fish species (chinook salmon, steelhead, splittall) in the Natomas Cross Canal. To
accomplish this objective, PGV proposes to evaluate the technical, biological and eeonomlcal
feasibility of the following three alternatives:

Ahernath+e 1 would consist ofinstalting fish screens on the existing pumps on the Natomas Cross
Canal (Figure 1).

Alternative 2 would be to construct a new diversion with fish screens on the left bank of the
Sanrmaaento River just upstream of the Natomas Cross Canal. Water from the new point of
diversion would be pumped to the existing headworks or into the Natomas Cross Cmml for
distribution to PGV’s service area (Figure 1).

Alternative 3 would be to construct a new diversion with fish screens on the Feather River just
south of Nicolaus or north of West Catlett Road and convey the water to PGV’s service area
(Figure 1).

Another alternative (Alternative 4) under consideration by PGV is to receive water from Natomas
MaNC’s proposed screened diversion on the Sacramento River. Natomas MWC has received cost
slxare funding from CALFED for the An~erican Basin Fish Screen and Habitat Restora#on

Murray, Burns & K[enlen
16162~h ~lreet, Suite 300 ¯ Sacramento, CA 95816 ~t 9161456-4400 (voice) ¯ 91/N456-0253 [fax)
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Project. The project proposed by Natomas MWC is to consolidate two diversions on the
Natomas Cross Canal to a screened diversion on the Sacramento Rivar just downstream of the
Cross Canal. Water would be distributed to the Natomas MWC service area via a new canal
running parallel to the Natomas Cross Canal. PGV would receive water from this canal by
pumping the water across the Natomas Cross Canal to the existing PGV headworks. PGV has
authorized Natomas MWC to proceed further with feasibility studies of fuis option.

PGV recognizes the need to evaluate oth~r alternatives besides the Natomas M’WC alternative.
There~bre, PGV is rexluesting CALFED funding to evaluate the first three alternatives described
above. Funding is being requested for Phase I, fieasibility Report, which will include a preliminary
design of the fiscilities and the environmental impact assessments associated with each alternative.
Should PGV decide to construct one of the alternatives, funds will be requested from CALI~ED
and~or other funding sources.

P~oposed Scope of Work

To complete the project, ~wo phases are being proposed.

Phase 1, Feasibility Report

Task 1. Develop Request for Qualifications

Prepare solicitation for qualified water resources consnlting firm(s).
Prepare solicitation for qualified environmental consulting firm(s).
Evaluate qualifications and selecl consulting firm(s)

Task 2. Technical Study

Compile and review site specific data and PGV’s operations, etc.
Consultation with PGV and Anadromous Fish Restoration Program (AFRP)
Technical Team.
Perform topographic and hydrngraphic surveys of existing and proposed points
of diversion and conveyance alignment.
Prepare conceptual design of fish screen, new facilities and conveyance
facilities.
Prepare drawings and east estimates for construction and O&M.
Evaluate potential changes to water rights, USBR contract and possfible need
for internal operation agreements.
Prepare report.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
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Task 3. Biological Study and Environmental Documentation

Compile and review site specific data on habitat and TES species in the project
area,
Evalua*e biological suitability offish screen designs.
R85ne monitoring plans consistent with a preferred alternative.
Prepare joint NEPMCEQA documentation for FONSI and Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

Task 4. Project Management

Program review presentations - One annual review presentation will be made
to share information with CALFED or other agency staff and interested parties
regarding the progress and results of the project.

Quarterly reporting - Quarterly reports will be submitted by the 10th of the
month following the end of each quarter.

Final report - A final report will be prepared on the project, and will include
the monitoring results and other information as appropriate.

Local Involvement Plan - A plan will be submitted to CALI~ED if the
feasibility study proceeds.

"~Vhen completed, the feasibility report will be submitted to CALFED and all interes*ed parties
identified in the Local Involvement Plan PGV will decide whether to proceed with construction
based on findings nfthe report and wilt inform CALFED staff accordingly. If the results of the
feasibility report indicate construction is technically feasible, economical, and environmentally
sound, funding will be sought from a variety of sources, including CALFED and CVPIA, for
Phase II - Construction.

Loeatlon of Project

The proposed project is located within the Sacramento River Watershed in Sutter County (Figure
I). The existing points of divarsinn are on the right bank efthe Natomas Cross Canal, a tributary
to the Sacramento River near River Mile 79. The Natomas Cross Canal provides drainage for the
Coon Creek, Bunkham Slough, Markham Ravine, Aubarn Ravine, Ping Slough, Pleasant Grove
Creek and Curry Creek watersheds. The proposed point of diversion is located on the
Sacramento River near River Mile 79, or on the Feather River near River Mile 4 or 9.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
161629~ b~kee|, Suite 300 ¯ Saclamento, CA 9581 ~ A 91 S/456-4400 [voice) ¯ 916/4560263
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ECOLOGICAUBIOLOGICAL BENEFITS

Ecologlcal~Biological Objecaves

The proposed project addresses Strategic Plan Goal #1 : Recovery of At-Risk Native Species.
Under the topic of.Fish Passage/Fish Screens, the project objeotive is to reduce the possible
entrainment losses of at-risk species in agricultural water diversions from the Sacramento River
and tributaries. This objective is consistent with Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan (ERPP)
actions to reduce water diversion stressors by screening diversions (ERPP, Volume 1, pages 428-
4:29). Fish screens are an off’active and proven mechanism for reducing entrainment losses, and
construction of.fish screens, or consolidation and screening of PGV diversions, will lead to
greater protection of priority fish species identified in the Proposal Solicitation P~ckage (PSP).
Fish speoies that will benefit from the project include the threatened Central Valley steelhead and
all runs of chinook salmon, including the endangered winter run, and proposed as endangered
spring run and proposed as threatened fall run. The recently listed splittall will be protected as
well.

Entrainmant offish into agricultural diversions along the main stem of.the Sacramento River is
suspected of being a significant source of.mortality for chinook salmon, since maary of the
diversions are unscreened or poorly screened. Thalarge number of.diversinns represents a
potential tlareat to steelhead and chinook salmon populations during the rearing and smelt out-
migration periods, particularly since the irrigation season overlaps with periods when juvenile
snlmonids are liable to be present and most vulnerable to entrainment. In addition, the siting of"
diversion intakes may sometimes increase entrainment risk if the intake is located in near-shore,
shallow areas or "backwater" sites that many fish species tend to use as rearing habitat.
Installation era fish screpn(s) at existing or consolidated PGV diversion(s) should have tangible
benefits to the ecosystem by reducing mortality of’priority species.

The fisheries benefits of screening diversions has already been ~videly accepted. Thus, ~.t may not
be critical to hypothesize "whether this proposed fish screen decreases mortality associated with
water diversion." This proposal assumes that such a benefit is already proven. The more relevant
question is whether a particular diversion should receive a high priority for screening, considering
its size, location, configuration, and time of use.

The PGV diversion is a relatively large diversion (120 cfs among three diversions) that is operated
during major out-migration periods for the species ofintarest. It is loeat*d along the lower
Sacramento River, just upstream of the legal Delta boundary, in an area that forms the major
migration corridor for Central Valley steelhead and all runs of chinook salmon. The EREP notes
that "Because this Ecological Management Unit encompasses a significant portion of critical
nursery area required by the endangered winter-run chinook salmon, positive barrier fish screens
should be used at water diversions in this section to protect juvenile fish" (ERPP, "Volume 2, page
170). The current configuration of the PG-V diversions (unscreened, along the Cross Carrel
connected to the Sacramento River) may present a high risk for entrainment of at-risk fish species.
As a result, considerable benefits to at-risk native fish species may be provided by screening and
perhaps consolidating the PGV diversion(s).

Munay, Burns & Kienlen
1616 29~n S#eet, Suite 300 ¯ Sac[~rnen~, CA 95816 & 9161456-4400 [voleel ¯ 916]456~1253 [fax]
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The benefits derived from implementation of any of the alternatives would be durable, long term,
and self-sustaining. The PGV, or other local entity, would operate and maintain any screens that
may be constructed.

Several alternatives are proposed for consideration during the feasibility phase of this project,
including consolidation ofdiversinns, changes in point-of-diversion, and joint use of Natomas
MWC’s new screened diversion. All of’these alternatives involve new screen ennstruction at one
or more locations. There are no particularly viable alternatives for reducing posslble entrainment
other than building a fish screen. Therefore, the various altematives to be evaluated in the
feasibility study all involve screen designs.

Linkages

The primary benefit of the project is the reduction of direct fish mortality associated with
entrainment. This project is consistent with the ERPP objective to reduce stressors related to
water diversions (EKPP Volume 2, Target 1 regarding entr~nment, pages 188-189). It is also
consistent with EILPP vision to "consolidate, relocate, and screen diversions along the
Sacramento River..." (ERPP Volume 2, page 172) and emphasize "projects that include
consolidation of several diversion points to a gingle locatiou" (ERPP Volume 2, page 189). In
addition, the project is consistent with section 3406(b)(21) of the CVPIA, which addresses the
AJ~adromous Fish Screen Program.

The potential benefits of a fish screen in the vic’mity of the PGV diversion have already been noted
by CALFED, as evidenced by CALFED funding of the adjacent American Basra Fish Screen and
Habitat Improvement Projecl proposed by Natomas MWC. Funding of this PGV proposal, in
conjunction with the ongoing Natomas Ma3/C project, will lead to a coordinated and
comprehensive solution to fish entrainment problems associated with the Natomas Cross Canal.
Screening of Natomas Cross Canal diversions is specifically cited as ERPP Programmatic Action
IB (’ERPP Volume 2, page 333).

System- ~de Ecosystem Benefits

The proposed project complements the proposed screening project being conducted by Natomas
MWC. By developing a compatible project for the PGV area, all major diversions from the
Natomas Cross Canal wilI be eliminated or protected by screens. This represents over 520 cfs in
diversions for an irrigated area of over 30,000 acres. The Natornas Cross Canal can then be used
as a refuge or rearing area for fish from the Sacramento River, without the possible mortality
factor associated with unscreened intakes.

Compatibility witl~ Non-l~cosystem Objectives

The proposed project has no conflicts with other CALFED objectives related to water quality,
water snpply reliability, or levee system integri .ty.
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TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY AND TIzVIING

Alternatives

The proposed project involves investigating the feasibility of several alternatives for reducing
possible emrainment offish into PGV’s diversions. Alternatives to fish screens for redudng fish
entrainment losses were not considered viable options due to the size and location of the
diversions and the unproven nature of alternate technologies, Thus, this proposal focuses on
various screening (and associated diversion consolidation) alternatives, as opposed to alternatives
to screening. By evaluating the f~aslbility of’various alternatives during Phase I, the best designs
and configurations can be identified before committing larger sums of money for detailed
engineering designs or construction. No major obstacles to developing and implementing a
preferred alternative are anticipated at this time.

Em,ironmental Compliance

The proposed project will be required to cnmply with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act 0qEPA). Compliance with each of these acts
will be accomplished by preparation of a joint NEPAJCEQA document that includes an
Environraental Assessment (EA) and ]~inding of No Significant Impact (FENS1) under NEPA,
and an Initial Study (’IS) and Mitigated Negative Declaration under CEQA. The U.S. Bureau of
Realamaxion is expected to be the lead agency under NEPA~ and the Califnrff~a Department of
Fish and Game (CDFG’) is expected to be the lead agency under CEQA.

Initial permitting tasks and NEPA/CEQA documentation will be completed under Phase I of the
pruject, in order to identify any envirormaental issues which would ait’ect deterrdnations of prnject
feasibility, selection of a preferred alternative, and/or implementation of a project.

In addition to the NEPA/CEQA documentation, the following regulatory permits are auticipated
ifPGV decides to construct one of the alternatives analyzed in Phase I:

U.S. Army Corps Individual Permits
California Department offish & Game Streambed Alteration Agre0mant
State Water Resources Control Board Water Quality Cea-tificafion
California Reclamation Board Encroachment Permit
State Water Resources Control Board Water Right Order for Change in Point of Diveralort

These permits will be pursued as necessary in Phase II of the project, following a final
determination regarding the preferred alternative

Schedule

The proposed schedule for the project estimates completion of the Phase I studies in December
2000. There are no zoning regulations, county planning ordinances, or other local regulatory or
environmental constraints that are expected to affect this schedule. The implementability of the
entire project (all phases) will be part of the Phase I evaluations.

Murray, Burns & Kienlen
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" pGV3dWC I,f.~h Screen Project Page 9

MONITORING A3VD DATA COLLECTION ~I~TI:IODOLOGY

Since the proposed project primarily involves evaluation of the feasibility of various actions in
Phase I, as opposed to construction activkies, there is limited need for monitoring efforts in this
phase. Necessary monitoring tasks and data collection methods include the following.

Biological/Ecological Objectives

The primary biological objective of the project is to evaluate alteruative diversion options and fish
screening configurations tllat wilI reduce possible entrainment of priority fish species. Biological
monitoring for fish entrainment would be conducted later, during the construction phase. A
saeond biological objective of the project is to avoid adverse impacts on terrestrial and aquatic
species resulting from construction of the project (see Table 1). This objective will be addressed
through the NEPA/CEQA processes, where potential effects of’the project are evaluat~l and any
necessary mitigation measures developed.

Monitoring Parameters and Data Collection/Evaluation Approach

Data collection for Phase I studies will make use of the California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB) for threatened, endangered, and sensitive (TES) species information. This information
will be supplemented with agency consultation, and seasonally appropriate field visits to the site
to survey for TES species and document available llabhat. The CaliPornia Environmental
Resources System (CERES) maintained by the Resources Agency will also be used for
identification of environmental resources oPir~terest in the project area.

Future monitoring of any constructed fish screens will be focused on evaluating both hydraulic
and biological erlleria. These criteria include the following: 1) does the hydraulic performance of
the screen match design/regulatory requirements; and 2) is the screen successfully
excluding/diver~ing the species oP concern from the water diversions7 Sweeping velocities and
approach velocities will be evaluated. The screen will also be evaluated for proper operation, and
bi~31ogical monitoring behind the screen would be considered. Menltoring efforts and data
distribution would be coordinated with other screefing programs and interested agencies, such as
the Fish Facilities Team, CVPIA AFSP, and/or IEP Ag Diversion Project Work Team.

Data evaluation for Phase I of tile project will be focused in two areas: engineering/economic data
and biological/enviranmental data. Data Per the engineering/economic evaluations will primarily
come from standard indices oPmaterlal and construction costs. Engineering/economic data, and
the resnlting analyses, will be reviewed by senior staffoPMBK and management of PGV as part
of a quality assurance and control process.

Biological/environmental da~:a wilt be developed Prom field surveys and existing literature sources,
as we~I as on-line databases. Any necessary field surveys (giant garter snake, Valley elderberry
longhorn beede, etc) will utilize standard protocols developed by the USFWS or CDFG. Data
review functions will be addressed by senior environmental consulting staff, resource agency start"
as appropriate, and the public during the NEPA]CEQA process.
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PG!GUl~VC Fi*h Screen Projee~
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TABLEL MONITOI~ING DATA RELATED TO BIOLOG[CA-L/ECOLOGICAL OBJECTIVES"

Hypothesls/Questlon to [~Ioilitoring Da|a Evaluation Comments/Data
be E~-aluated Parameter(s) and Data

Collection Approneh Approach Priority

Could s~nsitive wildlife Conduct field sur~ys Biologists knowladgeable Results of invesligation
or botanical resources be and literature reviews for of species requirements to be addressed in Pha~ I
adversely affected by presence/absence and to conduct project impact of the project, prior to

biologists as necessary, be developed as

Are priorib" fish species A~sume, besed on Evaluate screen Tl~is question will be
oftbe project area existing infermation tbr effectiveness through evaluated m future
currently being entrained the Sacramento River hydraulic measurement Jhase~ of the project,
in agricultural and the location and results, visual al~er any screen
diversions? timing of project inspeclions, and results construction has

diversions, that priority of any biological occurred.
fish ~pecies are being sampling.

to be evaluated by

possibly "behind tile

sampling.
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LOCAL INVOLVEMENT

The fifllowing entities have been natified of PGV’s intent to submit a proposfl to receive funding
to investigate the proposed alternatives, Attached are letters informing the respected agencies.

Sutter County
Placer County Water Agency
South Sutter Water District
Natomas Central Mutual Water Company
Reclamation District No. i001
Reclamation District ~o. 1000

The landowners within the PGV service area as well as Natomas MWC are in support of
proceeding with the first phase of the project. The PGV service area landowners, as applicants
for funding, will provide property access for their contractors and associated regulatory staff~

A detailed local involvement plan will be developed and implemented ifPGV proceeds with Phase
L[ of the project. The plan will include identification of all local parties interested in the project.
Procedures for communication with these parties (public notices, mailing lists, meetings, etc.) and
receiving feedback will be identified and implemented.

The only direct third party impact from the alternatives considered would he the need for the
aoquisition of rights-of-way. Most of the land in the impacted areas is zoned for asrlculmre.
therefore the need for zoning changes is not anticipated if ten.ruction were to proceed.
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COA’T

The proposed budget for Phase I, Feasibility Report, is presented below in Table 2,

Table 2

Fhaso [ -- Fish Screen Feasibility, Report
Direcl     Direcl               Material & Miscellaneoas OverheadScrviceTask Labor Salary & Contracts Acquisition & olhcr Dir~cl & Iadir~t Tolal Cosl
Hours Benefits Contracts Costs Costs

1 $5000

2 $280,000 $280~000
3 $51,000 $5 It000

4 $15,000 $15~000

Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company Cost Share~$20,000)

Total CALFED Funding Request $331,000

Table 3 shows the proposed quarterly budget.

Table 3

Task Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget Quarterly Budget
Jan - Mar (10 Apt

1 5,000 0 0 0

2 70,0~0 100,000 70,000 40~000

3 5,000 20,000 15,000 11,000

4 3,750 3,750 3,750 3,750

Schedule

The schedule for Phase I, Feasibility Report is as follows:

Phase I, Feasibility Report

Request for Qualifications December 1999 to January 2000
Technical Studies January 2000 to December 2000
Biological Studies January 2000 to December 2000
Project Management December 1999 to December 2000

All of the tasks described above will be performed under service contracts Payments for service
contracts will be made on a monthly basis.

Murray, Burns & KienIen
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Cost share will be provided by PGV in the form of contract and project management. Coat share
by PGV for Phase I would include Task l-Preparation of Request for Qualifications, and Task 4-
CALFED Project Management, PGV’s cost share contributions are identified in Table 2. Further
cost share by means oflong-teml operation and maintenance of the fish screen and in-kind
services during post-project monitoring is anticipated if Phase II, Construction, is completed.
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APPLICANT Q~ALIFICA TIONS

Pleasant Grove -Verona Mutual Water Company is the applicant for project fianding, and will
administer the project. PGV has managed the water supply needs of nine landowners for over 30
years. PGV will be assisted by their Engineer, Murray, Bnrns and Kienlen Consulting Civil
Engineers (1V[BK).

Consistent with Government Code §4525, MBK was selected by PGV to secure CALFED
fi~nding, develop the Request for Qualifications and project management in connection with the
feasibility studies and cor~struetion of the project. The selection was made on the basis of
qualifications and demonstrated.competence for the requested services, including documentation
of fair and reasonable prices. MBK has represented the water company as Engineer for over 30
years. MBK will either perform the proposed studies or, if requested by PGV after other
proposals are solicited, assist PGV in selecting a consulting firm with equivalent qualifications, at
the same or lesser study cost.

MBK is a consulting civil engineering firm whose main emphasis is wate~ resources. Its three
main areas of speciaiization include water supply planning, flood control, and water rights. !vfl3K
represents many water diverters located in the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta watershed. Tins
association has resulted in MBK personnel involvement in many existing and planned ftsh
screening facilities. MBK’.~ services include feasibiliW studies, engineering design, and
enviromnental/regnla~ory complimme. MBK’s llst of projects includes fish screens for Pelger
Mutual Water Cmnpany, Desaret Fmxns’ Wilson Ranch, Maxwell Irrigation District, Lower Joice
Island, Thousand Acre Ranch, Browns Valley Irrigation District, King Island, and Boegar Family
Farms.

Gfiberc Cosio, PE, is a Principal Engineer with MBK. MBK’s work in regard to fish screen
facilities is performed under ins supervision and management. His e×perienee includes
performance of all aspects offish screen design and construction including topographic surveys,
preliminary design and cost estimates, design plans, vendor and contractor coordination,
construction inspection and performance monitoring In addition, his fish screen expertise
includes environmental and regulatory aspects such as enviromanntsi assessments, CEQA
coordination and documentation, and coordination with federal and state regulatory agencies.

Munay, Burns & Kienlen
161629th Sfreet, Suite 300 ¯ $ocrc:men~o, CA 95816 ¯ 916[456-44013 (voiceI ~. 916~456-0253 [fax)
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NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

The company named above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor") hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regttlations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reportiag requirements and the

development, irapteraenmfion and maintenance of a Nondiscfimi~fion Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to urdawfially discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, nafioxml origin, disability (i~cluding
HIV andAIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care leave
and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

’ CERTIFICATION

I, the o~ial naraed below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
conlractor to the above described ceriificatior~ I am fully mvare that this ce~fiCatior~ executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California-

President

Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CoaLpa~y

I --01 3408
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APPLICATION FOR oM~ Approval No. 034~D(~43
FEDERAL ASSISTAN CE ~. DATE SUBMITrED Applicant Ident [F~r

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION: 3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE St~k~ Application Identl~er

~] Noil-Oonstructlon [] Non-Construction

Legal Name: Organiz~it on~l Unit:

(916) 456-4400

Pleasant Grove Verona Mutual

I --013409
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BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs o~s ~p~va

Grant Program Catalog of Federal
Estimated Unobligated Fund~ New or Revised BudgetFunction Domestic Assistance

or ACtM[y Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total
(a) (~) (c) (d) (e)

1. CALFED $ 331,000 $ $

2,

3,

4.

5. Totals $ ~ $ I$

6. Object Class Calegories GRANT PROGRAM, IFBNCTION OR ACTIV,q’¥ Total
-- ;1) ’TE¢]5.~ICAL (2) BIOL0~[CAL (a) (4) (5)

~1 a. Personnel $ $ $ $

b. Fringe Benefits

~ e. Travel

~ d. Equipment
o

e. Supplies

f. Contraclual 280,000 5L,000 33],g00

g. Construction

t~. Other

i. Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h)

j. Indirect Charges

k. TOTALS (sum of 6/ and 6j)
I $ $ $ $ $280,000 51,000 331,000

/’. Program Income I$ I$ i$
Authorized for Local Reproduction 8t~nde4d Form 4~4A (Bey. 7-97)



ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is ~st]rnated to average 15 minules per response, Including time for reviewing~g
linstrucitons, searching existing d~ta 8ouroes, galhering arid maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection OfI

IPLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET./ |
LSEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.                                                                 |

lincluding funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42
ef project c~t) to en¢ure proper planning, m&nagement U.S.C. §§6101 6107), which prohibits discrimination
and completion of the project described in this on the basis ef age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
application. Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), ae amended,

relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of drug

and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the
3. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.8.C. 6§360f el seq.), as

conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondlscrmination previsions in the epecific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being

4, Will initiate and compl~ts lhe work within ~e applicable made; and, (j} the requirements ef any ether
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nondiscr~minatlon statute{s) which may apply to the
agency, application.

Appendix A of OPM’s Sl~ndards for a Merit System of fair and equEab[e treatment of persons displaced or
P~rsonne] Administration (5 C.F.R. 900, Subpa.rt F~. whose properly is ~.cquired as a result of Federal or

Ia} TS]e VJ of the Civil Flights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88 352) purchases,
which prohibits discrimination on the basis af race, color
;r national odgin; (b) Title IX of the Education 8. Will comply, as app]lcabts, with provtsi~ne of the
Amendments ~f 1972, a= amended (20 U.S.C. §§1681- Hatch Act (5 U.S.O. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)

in part with Federal funds.

Previous Edition Usable Standard Form z124B (ROY. %97)
Au|horized for Local Reproduction Prescribed by CUB Clrc~lsr A-1Q2

I --01 341 1
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9. WIll comply, a¢ applicable, ~’ith the provisions of the Davis- 12. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
Bacon .~1 (40 U.S.C, §§276a to 276~-7), the Cebeland Act 1966 (16 U.S,C, §§1271 et seq,) related to protecting
(40 U.SC, §2760 and 18 U.S.C. §874), and the Contract components or potentla~ components of the national
Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 LI.SC. §§397- wild and sconio dyers system.
333), regarding labor standards for federally-assisted
construction subagreernents. 13, Will assist the awarding ~gency in assuring compliance

requirements of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster (identification and protection of h~storic properties), and

recipiente in a special flood hazard area to padicipate in the 1974 (16 U.S.C, §§469a-1 et seq.).

Insurable construction and acquisition is $10,0(30 or more. 14. Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of

11. Will comply with environmental standards which ~nay be relat~da~tMtiessuppodedbythi~awardofassistance,
prescribed pursuant t~ the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality c~ntr~l measures under the National 15. Will comply with the Lab~rato~, Animal Welfare Acl of
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and 1968 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C, §§2131 et
Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and treatment of

Federal actions to ~tate (Clean Air) Implementation Plans rehabilitation of residehce structures.
under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1965, as
amende~ (42 U.S,O. §§74~1 ef seq.); (g) protection of 17. Will cause to be performed the required financial and

206).

S-~’NATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL TITLE

I --01 341 2
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U.S. Department of the interior

Certifications Regarding Debarmenl;, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace

Requirement~ and Lobbying

Transaction," provided by the department or agency Signature ~n this form provides for compliance with

f954). (See Ap~er~dix A ef Subpart D of 43 CFR Par[ 12.)

PART A: Cer~Jficatlon Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Re=ponsibili~ Ma~ters -

(1) The prospective primary pa~iclpant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or w[untedly e×~luded from
c~vered transactions by any Federal departrhent or agency;

false statements, ~r receiving stolen preperty;

(c~ Are not presently indicted for or ~thefwise crimir, al[y or civill~ charged by a govern~ema[ enli~y (Federal, State ~r
leon1) wit5 carnrnission of any of the offenses enumerated fn p~ragraph If)lb) of this cerJfic~fien: and

(d) Have not within ~ three-year period preceding this applicatiordpro~osat h~d one or m~re ¢~blic transactions (Federal,
State er lee.at) termfnated for ce,~e er default.

participant shaR atlach an explanation to [hi~ proposal

I --013413
1-013413



employees for viol~[ion of such prohibi[ion;

(b), (c), (d), (e) and (0.

PARTD: Certification Regardfng Drug-FreeWorkplaceRequirernents

Attemate ~1. (Grantees ~,~o Are Indlvlduals)

(b) rf convicted ~f a criminal drug o~ense l esu[[irq9 from a vlolatlon occurring during Ihe c~n~uct of any grant activity, he

[e S~ch a cenlral point, it shall inclu(~e lh~ id~n i!ica[ion rlumber(s) of each alleged gra~

I --01 341 4
1-013414



I-lie ungersigned certiges, to the besf of his or her knowledge and belief, Ihal:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds h~we been paid or will be pa~d. by or on behalf of the undersign&d, t~ any pe~’son for
ir~fluencing or a[temptlng Io ~nt~uonce 8n o~cer or employee of an agency, a Memberof Congress, and ~cer or er~ployee

ut~dersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in accordance wffh its

As ~he authorized gerti[~i~/~ ofricia(, I hereby ceFLify thai the above specified certification8 are true,

¢

I --01 341 5
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NOTI1rlCA TION LETTERS

Attached are letters noticing local agencies,

I --01 341 6
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Pleason| Grove-Verona/ ufual Wafer Company
1366 ~?e~f C~tlet~ Road

Pleasen} ~rove, (:~ 95668

April 14, 1999

I~ir. David B~ealnger
Placer County Water Agency
P.O. Box 6570
Auburn, CA 95604-6570

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear M~’. Breninger:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PCJV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibility study, The
emdy will evaluate different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and bielogically feasible alternative. PGV will be developing a Local
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would_ like to be added to the mailing list, please cali Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

Ii’you have any questions or comments, please call me at 9161925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above,

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GRO’~qE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO,

Edwin Willey, President ’

DT!mv

I --01 341 7
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April 14, I999

Sutter County Public Works
Planning Department
1160 Civic Center Boulevard, Suite E
Yuba City, CA 95993

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

To Whom It May Connern:

Notice is hereby ~ven tb_at Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water Company (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request fianding to peForm a Ksh screen feasibility study. The
study will evaIuate different fish screen alternatives and will help PGV decide whetl~er there is an
economically, teclmieally, and biologieaIly feasible alternative. PGV will be developing a Local
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the audy. I£your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO.

DT/rnv

I --01 341 8
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Ap~l 14, 1999

Mr. Brad Arnold
South Sutter Wnter Distlict
2464 Pacific Avenue
Trowbridge, CA 95659

Subject: CALI~ED Proposal for l~’ish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear Mr. Arnold:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request funding to pe~#orm a fish screen feasibility study. Tl~e
study will evaluate diFerent fish screen a~ternatives ~nd will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technically, and biologically feaaiblealternadve. PGVwillbe developing aLocal
Involvement Plan to inform interested parti~:s ofthe progress o~’the study. I£your agency or
district would like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916N56-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Mare Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUAL WATER CO.

Edwin Willey, 1)resident ~7°

DT/mv

I --01 341 9
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April 14, 1999

Mr. Pete Hughes
Natomas Central Mutual Water CO.
260l West Elkhorn Blvd.
Rio Linda, CA 95673

Subject: CAL1ZED Proposal fovFish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear Mr. Hughes:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted a CALFED proposal to request f~nding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
stud}" will evaluate different fish screen alternatives and will heip PGV de~ide whether there is an
economically, technically, amd binlegically £easible alternative.. PGV~will be deveioplng a Local
Involvement Plan to inform intereste~ parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
district would like to be added to the mMling list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Maro Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PI,EASANT GROVE-VERONA NY-JTUAL WATER CO.

Edwin Willey, I~te~ident’f

DTlmv
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Ple  on} (~rove-Veront~/~U{Uel W~I~" CompQny

April 14, 1999

Mr. Don While
Reclamation District 1001
1959 Cornelius Avenue
Rio Oso, CA 95674

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear ~(xr. White:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant Grove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV)
submitted a CALFED proposal to request ~anding to perform a fish screen feasibility study. The
study will evaluate different fish ~ereen altemative~ and will help PGV decide whother there is an
economically, technically, and biologically feasible alternativo. PGV will be developing a Local
Involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study, l:t’your agency or
district wouId like to be added to the mailing list, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456-4400.

If you have any questions or colmnents, please caI1 me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEASANT GROVE-VERONA MUTUA~ WATER CO.

Edwin Wil]ey, Presider~

DT/mv
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Pleasant Grove-Verona/ ulual %/at r Company
B66 ~es~ Cdleh~ ~=d

Pleasad &~v~, C~ 95668

April 14, 1999

Mr. Jim Clifton
Reclamation District 1000
1633 Garden Highway
Sacramento, CA 95833

Subject: CALFED Proposal for Fish Screen Feasibility Study

Dear Mr. Clifton:

Notice is hereby given that Pleasant G-rove-Verona Mutual Water CO. (PGV) has
submitted a C.ALFED proposal to request funding to perform a fish screen feasibiIity study. The
study will evaluate different fish screen altematives and will help PGV decide whether there is an
economically, technicalIy, and biologically feasible alternative. PGVwilI be developing a Local ¯
involvement Plan to inform interested parties of the progress of the study. If your agency or
disXrict would like to be added to the mailing Iist, please call Marc Van Camp at 916/456~400.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 916/925-0208 or Marc Van
Camp at the number listed above.

Sincerely,
PLEAS.~T GRO’9%-VERONA MUTUAL WA.TER CO

Edwin WilIey, Preside{

DT/mv
d~0414991
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